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STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS F ED 
(FOR MERCHANTS WHO ALSO OPT OUT)j cierKs OFFICE 
US DISTRICT COURT E.D.N.Y. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK OSMO\7A0 & MAR 28 20138 * 


Eee ae aeRO see x BROOKLYN OFFICE 
In re PAYMENT CARD INTERCHANGE : fo 
FEE AND MERCHANT DISCOUNT No. 05-MD-§ foladiubs | Ve 
LY, 
by vom 





ANTITRUST LITIGATION 


= nf mon 


Statement of Objections 

I am a member of the plaintiff class in the case called Jn re Payment Carllduteyekanger eomad GLEESON 
Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation. 1am a class member because I ee 
ondaddresy Sowit Drive sal ot fii by ald YO a Kt 6p high a; Voroqeald bY 72YSe 

and I have accepted Visa and/or MasterCard from approximate date) Juwe 06 ¥ 

until (“present," or approximate date] Dr€S8EX 4 ; 


I object to the settlement in this lawsuit. My reasons for objecting are: 








1. The proposed settlement does not address Visa's and MasterCard's price-fixing of 
interchange rates for the banks, the subject of the core claims in the case. The proposed 
settlement actually validates that practice, enabling Visa and MasterCard to continue to 
illegally fix fees for the banks that merchants and their customers have no choice but to 
pay. Our portion of the compensatory relief amounts to only a fraction of what we pay in 
interchange, and given that Visa and MasterCard can continue to fix interchange, they 
can recoup the settlement amount by raising interchange rates in the future. 

2. Instead of addressing the core claims in the case, the settlement merely provides 
merchants with a limited ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card 
transactions that is of little value to us. 

3. [if merchant operates in one of the ten states that prohibit surcharging: CA, CO, CT, FL, KS, ME, MA, NY, 
OR and TX] 

We operate stores in the state(s) of PLKA NLA) 
which prohibit surcharging of credit card transactions. Because of this law, the principal 
relief is of no value to us. 

4. [If merchant accepts American Express] We accept American Express transactions. The 
settlement limits our ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card transactions 
because under its terms we can only surcharge Visa and MasterCard transactions if we 
also surcharge American Express transactions. However, we cannot surcharge American 
Express transactions under our contract with American Express. Since we cannot 
realistically drop American Express to avoid this limitation, this is another reason why 
we cannot take advantage of the surcharging relief in the settlement. 
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5. The proposed settlement includes unacceptable obligations, such as requiring us to 
disclose to customers at the point of sale that we are imposing the surcharge, when in fact 
the only reason we would charge such fees is the onerous fees set by Visa and 
MasterCard. The settlement also requires us to disclose to Visa and MasterCard that we 
are imposing the surcharge, which is an effort to intimidate us. 

6. The release will not allow me to protect against mistreatment by Visa and MasterCard. It 
purports to cover all Visa and MasterCard rules and conduct that were in place upon 
preliminary approval, and all future rules and future conduct that are substantially similar 
to rules and conduct in place at preliminary approval. These rules are unfair and cause 
problems for my business. 

de Based on the outcome of the settlement, we do not believe the lawyers who negotiated it 
represented our best interests. 


My personal information is: 


Name ffirst, middle, last]: c oR / by nw Li rth b A aha 


Address: SY Mhrod Petra Cove he. gulf he Jif S 


Phone No.: KIO 335 S20). 





[If your own lawyer is representing you with respect to the settlement] The contact information for my lawyer is: 





Dated: 3-23 213 


Signed: A f bo 
Printed name: Kerth Gry 














Merchant name: Semt ef Ure § i (fF 
Address: Yl W. [ney s hus hey 











fiche pull Ma Royo 
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STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS 
(FOR MERCHANTS WHO ALSO OPT OUT) 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ee a on St a A x 

In re PAYMENT CARD INTERCHANGE ( 

FEE AND MERCHANT DISCOUNT : No. 05-MD-01720 (JG) (JO) 
ANTITRUST LITIGATION : 

ee eG a ae a Ok A S| x 


Statement of Objections 


I am a member of the plaintiff class in the case called Jn re Payment Card Interchange Free and 
Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation. 1 am a class member because I operate /ousiness name 


be : 
ae 10314 Hwy ¢3 bons Ay 124-7 


and I have accepted Visa and/or MasterCard from {approximate date] _Ju A 4 2003 $ 7 








until /“present.” or approximate date] LVESEN tf 





I object to the settlement in this lawsuit. My reasons for objecting are: 


A. 


The proposed settlement does not address Visa's and MasterCard's price-fixing of 
interchange rates for the banks, the subject of the core claims in the case. The proposed 
settlement actually validates that practice, enabling Visa and MasterCard to continue to 
illegally fix fees for the banks that merchants and their customers have no choice but to 
pay. Our portion of the compensatory relief amounts to only a fraction of what we pay in 
interchange, and given that Visa and MasterCard can continue to fix interchange, they 
can recoup the settlement amount by raising interchange rates in the future. 

Instead of addressing the core claims in the case, the settlement merely provides 
merchants with a limited ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card 
transactions that is of little value to us. 

[Df merchant operates in one of the ten states that prohibit surcharging: CA, CO, CT, FL, KS, ME, MA, NY, 
OK and TX] 

We operate stores in the state(s) of Mek. MSHS 
which prohibit surcharging of credit card transactions. Because of this law, the principal 
relief is of no value to us. 

[If merchant accepts American Express] We accept American Express transactions. The 
settlement limits our ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card transactions 
because under its terms we can only surcharge Visa and MasterCard transactions if we 
also surcharge American Express transactions. However, we cannot surcharge American 
Express transactions under our contract with American Express. Since we cannot 
realistically drop American Express to avoid this limitation, this is another reason why 
we cannot take advantage of the surcharging relief in the settlement. 
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. The proposed settlement includes unacceptable obligations, such as requiring us to 
disclose to customers at the point of sale that we are imposing the surcharge, when in fact 
the only reason we would charge such fees is the onerous fees set by Visa and 
MasterCard. The settlement also requires us to disclose to Visa and MasterCard that we 
are imposing the surcharge, which is an effort to intimidate us. 

6. The release will not allow me to protect against mistreatment by Visa and MasterCard. It 
purports to cover all Visa and MasterCard rules and conduct that were in place upon 
preliminary approval, and all future rules and future conduct that are substantially similar 
to rules and conduct in place at preliminary approval. These rules are unfair and cause 
problems for my business. 

7 Based on the outcome of the settlement, we do not believe the lawyers who negotiated it 
represented our best interests. 


My personal information is: 


Name ffirst, middle, tasty: (ae Shw Xe ‘ is Poy do 
Address: Core Spon wl” ty 7295S 





SY8Y Weil bur 





[If your own lawyer is representing you with respect to the settlement} The contact information for my lawyer is: 





Dated: eye ers 


Signed: Lad log — 
Printed name: eth Bry yom 


Merchant name: Swit af By wre 


Address: 1214 Aewg £2 a) Lesa Bye Dle/1 0 
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STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS 
(FOR MERCHANTS WHO ALSO OPT OUT) 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ce a ek co a a ae Se a ee ee xX 
In re PAYMENT CARD INTERCHANGE : 
FEE AND MERCHANT DISCOUNT No. 05-MD-01720 (JG) (JO) 
ANTITRUST LITIGATION : 
SSeS iene nS re need enn nn ne nan nen ese nee na nnn Steen ence enenene XxX 


Statement of Objections 





J am a member of the plaintiff class in the case called Jn re Payment Card Interchange Fee and 
Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation. 1 am a class member because I operate /business name 


and address} $3 WILE §t haves re TH6 J E. I sWMibn A. Seve jAir< fhe 72. Yo { 


and I have accepted Visa and/or MasterCard from fapproximate date} _J és be 2 Oe 


until /"present,” or approximate date] Va v t Sé¢ wl : 


I object to the settlement in this lawsuit. My reasons for objecting are: 








i The proposed settlement does not address Visa's and MasterCard's price-fixing of 
interchange rates for the banks, the subject of the core claims in the case. The proposed 
settlement actually validates that practice, enabling Visa and MasterCard to continue to 
illegally fix fees for the banks that merchants and their customers have no choice but to 
pay. Our portion of the compensatory relief amounts to only a fraction of what we pay in 
interchange, and given that Visa and MasterCard can continue to fix interchange, they 
can recoup the settlement amount by raising interchange rates in the future. 

em Instead of addressing the core claims in the case, the settlement merely provides 
merchants with a limited ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card 
transactions that is of little value to us. : 

3. [If merchant operates in one of the ten states that prohibit surcharging: CA, CO, CT, FL, KS, ME, MA, NY, 
OK and TX] : 

We operate stores in the state(s) of Aya Kir $44 
which prohibit surcharging of credit card transactions. Because of this law, the principal 
relief is of no value to us. 

A. [If merchant accepts American Express] We accept American Express transactions. The 
settlement limits our ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card transactions 
because under its terms we can only surcharge Visa and MasterCard transactions if we 
also surcharge American Express transactions. However, we cannot surcharge American 
Express transactions under our contract with American Express. Since we cannot 
realistically drop American Express to avoid this limitation, this is another reason why 
we cannot take advantage of the surcharging relief in the settlement. 
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5. The proposed settlement includes unacceptable obligations, such as requiring us to 
disclose to customers at the point of sale that we are imposing the surcharge, when in fact 
the only reason we would charge such fees is the onerous fees set by Visa and 
MasterCard. The settlement also requires us to disclose to Visa and MasterCard that we 
are imposing the surcharge, which is an effort to intimidate us. 

6. The release will not allow me to protect against mistreatment by Visa and MasterCard. It 
purports to cover all Visa and MasterCard rules and conduct that were in place upon 
preliminary approval, and all future rules and future conduct that are substantially similar 
to rules and conduct in place at preliminary approval. These rules are unfair and cause 
problems for my business. 

i. Based on the outcome of the settlement, we do not believe the lawyers who negotiated it 

represented our best interests. 











My personal information is: 





Name [first, middle, last}: i, gr} ry, Ke ff, q. ie 7 / li 


re me Poly ld) JE) TAHSO 


Phone No.: C70 225 5 2a 


Address: lal tf 2sd,, i= : 








[If your own lawyer is representing you with respect to the settlement] The contact information for my lawyer is: 





Dated: s Zs -2Zul 2 


Signed: Lol ious io 


Printed name: Ke. dh fo LYS 

















Merchant name: ' Soa! ce @ t . Jrnts hur “Q 
Address: 4yY4) £ dhnsew A/ 





Jints diva AR fZyges 
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STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS 
(FOR MERCHANTS WHO ALSO OPT OUT) 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ee a ek Sh Sh te me ee Se wD xX 

In re PAYMENT CARD INTERCHANGE 

FEE AND MERCHANT DISCOUNT : No. 05-MD-01720 (JG) (JO) 
ANTITRUST LITIGATION : 

wee ene enn ene eee meen re nen en nner en eee n eee x 


__ Statement of Objections 


1am a member of the plaintiff class in the case called Jn re Payment Card Interchange Fee and 
Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation. 1 am a class member because I operate /ousiness name 


evle gt hiv ville (Ws 6 7y)? 





and address] 


and I have accepted Visa and/or MasterCard from /approximate date} Atg ust 209 
until [“present," or approximate date] Yl rttere f : 


I object to the settlement in this lawsuit. My reasons for objecting are: 





1. The proposed settlement does not address Visa's and MasterCard's price-fixing of 
interchange rates for the banks, the subject of the core claims in the case. The proposed 
settlement actually validates that practice, enabling Visa and MasterCard to continue to 
illegally fix fees for the banks that merchants and their customers have no choice but to 
pay. Our portion of the compensatory relief amounts to only a fraction of what we pay in 
interchange, and given that Visa and MasterCard can continue to fix interchange, they 
can recoup the settlement amount by raising interchange rates in the future. 

2. Instead of addressing the core claims in the case, the settlement merely provides 

‘merchants with a limited ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card 
transactions that is of little value to us. | 

3. [If merchant operates in one of the ten states that prohibit surcharging: CA, CO, CT, FL, KS, ME, Add, NY, 
OK and TX] 

We operate stores in the state(s) of LUESS 6 fe 
which prohibit surcharging of credit card transactions. Because of this law, the principal 
relief is of no value to us. 

4. [If merchant accepts American Express] We accept American Express transactions. The 
settlement limits our ability to surcharge Visa and MasterCard credit card transactions 
because under its terms we can only surcharge Visa and MasterCard transactions if we 
also surcharge American Express transactions. However, we cannot surcharge American 
Express transactions under our contract with American Express. Since we cannot 
realistically drop American Express to avoid this limitation, this is another reason why 
we cannot take advantage of the surcharging relief in the settlement. 
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5. The proposed settlement includes unacceptable obligations, such as requiring us to 
disclose to customers at the point of sale that we are imposing the surcharge, when in fact 
the only reason we would charge such fees is the onerous fees set by Visa and 
MasterCard. The settlement also requires us to disclose to Visa and MasterCard that we 
are imposing the surcharge, which is an effort to intimidate us. 

6. The release will not allow me to protect against mistreatment by Visa and MasterCard. It 
purports to cover all Visa and MasterCard rules and conduct that were in place upon 
preliminary approval, and all future rules and future conduct that are substantially similar 
to rules and conduct in place at preliminary approval. These rules are unfair and cause 
problems for my business. 

7. Based on the outcome of the settlement, we do not believe the lawyers who negotiated it 

represented our best interests. 





My personal! information is: 


Name ffirst, middle, last]. A Prt ie a z, {tr Beye 








Address: Soy Widbicw Lie Fa Ptah fat Wyse 
Phone No.: 7) 3295 S20~ 





[If your own lawyer is representing you with respect to the settlement] The contact information for my lawyer iS: 





Dated: & 23° pare 


mm - ifn 


7 4 
Printed name: Ke Hh Evy fir 


Merchant name: Crate A piv we 
Address: lea £. tyke Aety Ard 


Picbrge tle Ws 6257s 
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